Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R00070QQ20Q25-2 

IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of f' 

conducting liaison with all DDU area 
divisions and the DDO Technical Requirements 
Officer in es t ab 1 i shing and val idat mg 
25X1 A ■■ priorities . 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) i_ 

EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT :OS/PTOS/Technical Securit y^ 
— - Division/ OB 

/71m ■ 7 / 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s) 


25X1 A 



Is fare! the reference(s) still in force? Yes / _ - ,0 

Who ^ i s (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity. 

( P ^° / 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary v g^g^'sary 7 Yes X- No 

Do (es) the beneficiary (ies) £ee l ^ . 1S . costiy’ Yi^i — N 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly. ies 


Can the activity 
If so, how?, 


No_X_ 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should b^transf erred 

to another OS component or to another Offic . — 

If so, where and why? 

^noTTvr oper?yr n ?es^l. th No!X V1 ^ sol^hic^compinent'and whyf 7 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No_j£_ If so, wha . 


Can this activity be reduced in ' c ?^ inued 

significant effect on overall Agency security. — 

If so, how? 

is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is ^e 
important than -this one? Yes wo _/V- 11 ’ 
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Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2 

TDF\ : t TFT CATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 
IDU.muuu 25X1A for scheduling an effect ive^H program 

which best serves the consumer and provides 
the optimum utilization of available manpower. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 2 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT :OS/P TOS/Technical Security 
~ —————— Division/ OB 

DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? ^.Yes_X_ No_ 
V. r ho is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity. 


25X1 A 




Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes_j£_ No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary. __ N — 7 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly. J\ 

If so, how? 

Do VOU feel that responsibility for ’the' 'activity' should 'be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office. ies _JS, — 

If so, where and why? 

Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
"lo?e proper™? Yes No_X_ If which and why? 

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No ^ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency securi ) . _& — _ 


If so, how? 


Is there an 
important 


y activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
than this one? Yes No * If so, what? - 
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Approved For Release 

IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 5 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT :OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/ Oh 
DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes y No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No X/ 

If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No xf 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No X, If so > what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X, 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now. being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes . No jC If so, what? ' 
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Approved For Release : 

IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 


25X1 A - 


ACTIVITY CODE: III. B, (a) 4 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT :OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/Ob 

DATE: 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? .Yes X No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes 7^ No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes — XL 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes — 
If so, how? 


No 

_ NoX 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be ^transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficient ly? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 


Watergate? Yes_ 


No ^ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes N°_A — 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes__ No A so, what.. ' 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 

9J _ Y1A for procuring and -maintaining specialized 
zoAIA equipment and catalogs in the field for 

the use and information of foreign govern- 
ments approved for liaison with the Agency. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 5 

EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT :OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/OB 
DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


25X1 A 

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No 
Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 

- / \v- Nr” 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes K, No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No y 

If so, where and why? 

Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No Y If so, which component and why? 

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No V 

T JC ^ ^ ^ , , O 


If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No X If so, what? 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component respon: 


25X1 A 


The Office of Security component responsible 
for briefing and training approved foreign 
gOA^^nment intelligence service personnel 
in^^^techniques at the request of DDO 
components. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 6 


EVALUATION: 


COMP ON ENT : O S/PTOS/Technical Secu r i t y 


Division/OB 
DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) fo 


EllMWMtl'Mi 


afe (s) ? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in rorce 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity 


J 


25X1 A 




d 5 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes 
Can the activity be done more efficienMv or less costly? Yes_ 

If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No £ 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No f If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No K. If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No ~Xy If so, what? . 
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Approved For Release 

IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 7 

EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT : OS/ PTOS/ Technical Security 

Division/OB 

DATE: 


25X1 A 


What is (are) our ref erence (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes X No 
Who is (are) the bene'ficiary (ies) of this activity? 


<1 7>b 0 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes K, No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes VC No 
Can- the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No y 
If so, how? — -*■ — 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No y 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No £ If so, \*hich component and why? 

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No )( 

If so, how? ^ 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes; No A If so, what? 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 

for providii^^adv^^^Mi^e^-dance to Agency 
25X1A facilities overseas on 

technical security matters by correspondence, 
cables and dispatches. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 8 

EVALUATION: 


j COMPONENT :OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/Ob " ~ 

25X1 A DATE: 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes ^ No_ 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 




J- ~b b o 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No^ 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? ies 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No X ,_ 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No £ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes__ No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No ^ 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes_ No / \ I f so, what?-, y 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 

for maintaining continuing liaison with 
other government agencies and selected 
representatives of commerical industry on 
25X1 C matters and equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 9 

25X1 A 

EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT :OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

jy^ v j s i on / 0 B 
DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes ^ No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes K No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes " K No 
Can the activity be clone more efficiently or less costly? Yes No TT 

If so, how? * 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No ^ 

If so, where and why? i&Kr ~ 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, idiich component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No / 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
. important than this one? Yes No If so, what? 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 

for developing Agency Technical Security 
policy regarding the use of various types 
of. telephone systems, music systems, type- 
writers, intercoms and other office equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 
EVALUATION: 


10 

/ 


COMPONENT :OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/OB 
DATE : 


What is (are) our reference Date (s) ? 

Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes X“ No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes Y No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No y" 

If so, where and why? ' ’*' r ~ 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, t'/hich component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No \ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes 
If so, how? 


without 

no y 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you 
important than this one? Yes__ No X If so, what? 


feel is more 
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Approved For Release 

IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B. Cal 
EVALUATION: 


25X1 A . 



11 COMPONENT :OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/OB 
DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) fcm^Ui^^ictr^y^Dzrte (s) ? 

25X1 A 

Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes y No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 

1) X> O 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ^ No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes~ K No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 

If so, how? ‘ 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No X 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more , efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X_ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes 
If so, how? 


without 

N°_X_ 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
.. .important than this onef ' Yes No X If so, what? 
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Approved For Release 2 L 

IDENTIFICATION OF ACT |^[^ : I 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 14 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT :OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Div i sion/OB 
DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes Y, 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


25X1 A 




i>CX 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes \ No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? 


No 

. n°4_ 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No X 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, \fhich component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No f\ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is' more- 
important than this one? Yes _ No ' .'If. so, what? - - 
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Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2 . , , 

IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office^ Security o^onent^esponsxbl^ 

:? r ^2 g aSa t s h o f D iit^^ 1 t eX foUo„lng P sS^^or k . 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (aj 15_ 

EVALUATION: 


roMPDNF.NT :OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

~~ Division/ OB 

2 .</ /f/^9 jf 


What 


is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s). 


25X1 A 


t, rare! the reference (s) still in force? Yes 

Who ^is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity 

2)CT 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary^ Yes ^ ? Yes~'X No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) £ eel it is still neces y YeTZ No” 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly. _2k__ . 

If so, how? 


, c 'h;iitv f nr the activity should be transferred 

Do you feel that responsibility for the acii > . 25X1A 

to another OS component or to another Office. Yeyt 

If so, where and why? .. •«- o 

Tms A OCT P Jut* J 

gST aZk 1 ^ ~£T^ costly? 

^“^er^Yes^So^U ^^which component and why? 

•SXa_ o -Js-ev~ J> - - 

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No_£_ If so, what? 

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security. ies — v_ 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that^ou’ feel is more 
important than this one. Yes_ — — 1 — pX- ... . v; VfV >■ 
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Approved For Release 200, 

IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY 



I 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, Cal 13 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT :OS/PTOS/TechnicaI Security 

Division/ OF 
DATE : 


2 V S? fa 7 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still 4 ' in force? Yes > 
Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 


25X1 A 






Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 0/ No - 
If so, how? — “ — 


. , . ■ _ . ;.v:. . ... , . 

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes ^ No 
If so, where and why? 

ill, B,0O ‘S 

Can another component do the activity more , efficiently? Less costly 7 
More properly? Yes ^ No If so, which component and why? 

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No ft/ 

If so, how? — 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No If so, what? 
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. - Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : C\A-RDPS3BQ0S2ZF^(ff^y^^^ s , ble 

IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: |he daily 1 inspec?iSn of the office: 

o £ the DCI and other senior personnel of 
the Agency. 


ACTIVITY r.ODE: HI, H 

EVALUATION : 

What is (are) our reference (s^ g ^ 




DATE: 


this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the “ fe £ e '' a |f|i a ry(ies) n of°this activity?^" 

Who is (are) the beneficiary ^ 

Do you feel the activity is |till necessary? H °yiry>C No_ 

Cafrte'activity'be^one^ore efficiently or less costly? *»*_*_ 

If so, how? 

D ° t o°ano ther 1 OS^" component^or 1 to Sothe? SSS? 

If so, where and why? 

2zr /s' 

. . _ 0 f-Pin'pTitlv? Less costly? 

Can another component do the activity mo ^ ich compon ent and why? 

More properly? Yes_J^ No 

“Shsi-s-s S3T 

If so, how? 

i -l., oc; tTiat you feel is more 
is there any activity not now being purged ^ OS th^ . 

J important than this one? Yes . ^ 
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25X1 A 
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Next 2 Page(s) In Document Exempt 
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□ UNCLAsfl?Rfr ed 'ft HghWg 2000'09/02 : ClA^P^j^gOOOyOOOQO^^ 


ROUTING AND 

RECORD SHEET 


SUBJECT: (Optional) 

— r\rr\y a a 






NO. 


IHB 1 


!-.fe 





DATE 







TO: (Officer designation, room number, and 
building) 

DATE 

OFFICER’S 

COMMENTS (Number each comment to show from whom 



RECEIVED 

FORWARDED 

INITIALS 

to whom. Draw a line across column after each comment.) 


i. 

/^Chief, Technical 

SeCUr i-tV n-i ir-i c -i rm /flT 



/n 

Under Objective B57104 the 
Office of Security will re- 
view and validate all Office 
of Security functions, 
activities ... to ensure effec 
tiveness, economy and 
efficiency. The attached 
documents represent two 
milestones under that objec- 
tive. Milestone 1, the 
components identified their 
functions and activities. 
Milestone 2 was establishmei 
of a format for evaluating 
these ... activities . It is 
requested that Technical 
Security Division review 
the attachment and: 

a) Certify that there are 
no deletions/corrections/ 
additions to be made to 
the previous listing 
submitted by your office 

b) Review the Identif icatioi 
of Activity statement on 
each evaluation sheet to 
ensure it fully equals 

to the comparable activil 
from your offices listing 

c) Use the attached format 
to evaluate each individi 


c/ofss; 

( 


i — 

** 


3 ftc/rsp 



(n 


4. 



f — 


5. 




t 

6. 





7. 





8. 





9. 





10. 




y 

11. 




al 

12. 




activity . 

&& cftcjLc*/ rfP a 

3 

r/rf C/f-r. ^ 


13. 





14. 




B 

15. 




I 
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C0NFIDENTIAL 
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□ usPonly □ UNCLASSIFIED 

1 




